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Review Stages Required for this project: _____% _____% _____% 100% 

Date review Completed for each stage:     
 

Current Review Stage:  _____% 
 
PROJECT INFORMATION 
CSJ/PROJECT ID:  HWY:  DATE:  

Functional Classification:  
 

Design Standard: 
 

 
GENERAL PROCEDURES  
General:  
 
 
 Done 
Request any missing project documentation. ☐ 
Request documentation regarding Design Exceptions if needed. ☐ 
Determine if the project is Major or Other based upon the Project Estimate 
 

• For Major projects with an estimated cost of $500,000,000 or more, request a Project 
Management Plan (PMP), an Initial Financial Plan (IFP), and annual updates (FP), 
including a phasing plan as applicable. Note that for projects with phasing plans, the 
total cost of the overall project is used to determine whether the Project meets the 
$500,000,000 threshold. 

• For Other Projects with an estimated cost of $100,000,000 to $500,000,000, and not 
covered by subsection 106(h), request an Initial Financial Plan (IFP) and annual 
updates (FP). These documents must be made available for review by the 
Transportation Secretary upon request. 

Major ☐ 
Other ☐ 
N/A ☐ 

 

 

Note if the roadway is on the Texas Highway Freight Network (THFN). ☐ 
Determine the project’s functional classification and design speed. Use the Statewide Planning Map to verify 
the functional classification. ☐ 
Determine if a VE study should be considered. Find the total project cost in TXDOTCONNECT. ☐ 
 
GENERAL PROCEDURES FOR SUBSEQUENT PRELIM PS&E REVIEWS Done 
Retrieve file folder and verify all relevant documentation is included (see list below).   ☐ 
Verify that ALL previous comments were addressed. ☐ 
Follow relevant steps from “General Procedures” on previous page. ☐ 
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REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION  

SUPPORTING DOCUMENT CHECKLIST Included Not 
Included N/A 

Design Summary Report (DSR) – ensure the DSR is 
up-to-date, criteria are being followed, and ENV 
commitments are being addressed in the plans. 

☐ ☐ ☐ 

Form 1002 (all pages) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
StageGate Checklist Form 2443 ☐ ☐ ☐ 
EPIC Sheet ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Safety Scoring Tool 
Initial Score: _______     Final Score: _______ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Frontage Road Briefing Document (FRBD) 
Note: For new frontage roads  ☐ ☐ ☐ 

VE Study Form 2052 ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Advance Funding Agreement (AFA) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Design Exception (DE) package, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Interstate Access Justification Report (IAJR), if 
applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
PLAN SET CHECKLIST Included Not Included N/A 
Title Sheet ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Project Layout ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Existing and Proposed Typical Sections ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Conceptual Sequence of Work and Traffic Control Plans ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Survey Control Data Sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Horizontal Alignment Data ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Roadway Plan & Profile Sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Cross Street Plan & Profile Sheets - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Intersection & Ramp Plan & Profile Sheet, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Drainage Area Maps - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Culvert Computations - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Culvert Plan-Profile Sheets - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Bridge Hydraulic Data Sheets - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Bridge and Br-Class Culvert Layouts - If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Index of Sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Preliminary Summary of Quantities Sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Removal Plans ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Temporary Shoring Details - If applicable. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Paving Contour and Grading Plans ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Miscellaneous Paving Details   ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Driveway Plan & Profiles  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Storm Sewer Plan & Profile sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Drainage Detail Sheets  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Pavement Markings  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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PLAN SET CHECKLIST Included Not Included N/A 
Signs ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Summary of Small & Large Signs, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Signalization and Illumination, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
ITS, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
EPIC Sheet ☐ ☐ ☐ 
SW3P Plans ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Required Standards (listed on Index of Sheets only) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Bridge and Br-Class Culvert Layouts, if applicable  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Retaining and Sound Wall Layouts, if applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Railroad Exhibits – If applicable•     
Preliminary Special Structural Elements – If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Temporary Signals During Construction – If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Aesthetic Concepts of Bridges and Walls – If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Railroad Exhibits, if applicable  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Preliminary Special Structural Elements, if applicable  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Landscape – If applicable ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

PLAN SET REVIEW 
GENERAL Y N N/A 

All relevant sheets should be signed and seal (90% and above) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
All geometrics should comply with desirable design criteria specified in the Roadway Design Manual (RDM). 
Determine existing roadway conditions and posted speed. Make note of sidewalks, frontage road gaps, 
development etc.   
ESTIMATE  (90% Prelim PS&E and above) Y N N/A 
Verify the quantities shown on the estimate match the Summary of Quantity Sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the quantity shown for Bid Item 502 matches the Contract Time sheet, Form 1002 and 
TXDOTCONNECT. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify there are no unit price errors on the estimate. (Print the “Combined” estimate using 
ROSCOE) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
LIST OF GOVERNING SPECIFICATIONS (90% Prelim PS&E and above) Y N N/A 
Verify that all required specifications are listed. (Refer to the “Required Specifications Checklist” 
for details)  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
GENERAL NOTES (90% Prelim PS&E and above) Y N N/A 
Verify each item on the general notes is also listed on the list of governing specifications. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
INTERSTATE ACCESS JUSTIFICATION REPORT Y N N/A 
Determine if an IAJR is required. If so, ensure the ramp locations in the PS&E match the 
locations provided in the schematic.  ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
TITLE SHEET  Y N N/A 
Is there a preliminary Engineer’s Seal & Date? ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Is the Design Stage (30%, 60% etc.) indicated? ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that Traffic Data is provided. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the Roadway and Project Limits match the DSR. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the limits, project length, type of work, and scope of work matches the 
TXDOTCONNECT. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the stations and reference markers at the project begin and end limits shown on the 
vicinity map match TXDOTCONNECT and the project layout. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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TITLE SHEET  Y N N/A 
Verify that the Functional Classification matches the Statewide Planning Map. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the Functional Classifications of all roadways match the DSR, TXDOTCONNECT, and 
Form 1002, page 3. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the design speeds for all roadways match the DSR and form 1002. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the Design Speeds match the design standard and functional classification per the 
RDM for each roadway type.    
 Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 Ramps ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 Frontage Roads ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
INDEX OF SHEETS  Y N N/A 
Verify that the index of sheets is provided (beginning with 60%PS&E). ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the most recent versions of standards are used. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the order and numbering of sheets shown matches the actual plan set. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
STANDARDS Y N N/A 
Verify that the most recent version of each standard is used. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that more than 1 type of CSB is provided. (i.e. REACTT and TRACC) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
PROPOSED TYPICAL SECTIONS Y N N/A 
Verify stationing and geometrics match the plan view. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify roadway cross slopes match the plan view. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
 
Des-meets or exceeds desirable   Min-meets or exceeds the minimum   
DM-doesn’t meet criteria               N/A-not applicable 
 
 Des Min DM N/A 
Verify the lane widths. 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Turning Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Speed Change Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Ramps ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Road ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify shoulder widths 
   Main Lane Outside and Inside Shoulders ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Ramp Outside and Inside Shoulders ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Road Outside and Inside Shoulders ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Cross Streets on-system meet criteria and/or off-system match existing ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify curb offsets 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Roads ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify median widths 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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 Des Min DM N/A 
   Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify lateral offsets to structures 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Roads ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify clear zone widths. 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Roads ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Ramps ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify sidewalks widths and offsets. 
   Main Lanes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
   Frontage Roads ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 Cross Streets ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify pedestrian and bicycle accommodations are provided. 
Verify sidewalk widths and cross slopes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify Shared-Use Paths widths and cross slopes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify Shared-Use Lane widths and cross slopes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify ditch front and back slopes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Ensure that roadside barriers are included as needed ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify accommodations for bicyclists have been provided.  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
 
PROJECT LAYOUT Y N N/A 
Verify that the begin and end project limits are consistent with the limits shown on the title sheet 
and plan sheet. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
TRAFFIC CONTROL Y N N/A 
Verify a construction sequence and phasing sheets are provided ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the typical sections are provided ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the lane widths are equal to or above 11FT ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the barrier offsets are 2FT min. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the temporary horizontal alignment meets design criteria per the RDM ☐ ☐ ☐ 
REMOVAL LAYOUT Y N N/A 
Verify quantities shown on the layout sheets match the Summary of Quantity sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
  Are existing roadways and structures to be removed shown? ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
Des-meets or exceeds desirable   Min-meets or exceeds the minimum   
DM-doesn’t meet criteria               N/A-not applicable 
 
PLAN & PROFILE - FOR ALL PROPOSED ROADWAYS Des Min DM N/A 
HORIZONTAL ALIGNMENTS 
Verify all radii based upon the design speed.   ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
SUPERELEVATION 
Verify rates are appropriate for the speed and radius. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the lengths of transitions. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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PLAN & PROFILE - FOR ALL PROPOSED ROADWAYS Des Min DM N/A 
Verify the placement within the curves. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Check if any zero cross-slope points within the superelevation transitions are in the 
vicinity of the bottom of sag curves or top of crest curves ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
VERTICAL ALIGNMENTS  
Verify that all grades are less than the maximum grade. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the minimum K-values of the crest and sag vertical curves ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the lengths of the vertical curves ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the vertical clearances at bridges. If the roadway is on the Freight Network (THFN), 
verify that the required 18.5’ vertical clearance is provided.  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the vertical clearances at railroads are compliant with design criteria. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Railroad grade separations: Is sufficient room for vertical and horizontal clearances 
provided?   
Note: RR guidelines vary for different entities and often change.  In some instances, and  
if feasible, bridge overpasses should allow for future track additions. Refer to RR Division 
guidance. 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

RAMPS 
Verify ramp design speeds ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that Ramp alignments are provided, and that they are separate from the Frontage 
Road Alignments. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify there is no direct access to ramps ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the proper main lane spacing is provided between ramps ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
 
FRONTAGE ROADS 
Verify that Pedestrian and Bicyclist Accommodations are shown. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Check that driveway access and intersecting streets are beyond the recommended ramp 
access control distances ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
CLEAR ZONE 
Verify all physical impediments are (in order of preference) removed, made breakaway, 
moved outside of the clear zone to the maximum extent reasonable, or shielded 
appropriately. 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

Verify traffic signal cabinets, RR crossing apparatuses, signal poles, and other 
impediments that might be in the clear zone are moved as far as feasible and/or shielded  
if necessary.  
Check that grading and/or riprap is specified where appropriate for foundations. 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

CROSS STREETS 
Verify that the design of the cross streets meet or exceed existing conditions. (If existing 
alignment remains) ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the vertical clearance at cross streets meets the vertical clearance criteria. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the lengths of speed change lanes, turn lanes and storage bays. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify Roadway Detail Sheets are provided as needed ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
DRIVEWAYS 
Verify the radii meet criteria specified in RDM Appendix C ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify the grades meet criteria specified in RDM Appendix C ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that Driveway Details are provided as needed, i.e. curb transition details. ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
SW3P Y N N/A 
Verify quantities shown on the layout sheet match the Summary of Quantity sheets ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify that the information shown on the EPIC sheet is consistent with the Stagegate Checklist. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
ENVIRONMENTAL/ EPIC SHEET Y N N/A 
Verify sensitive environmental areas are shown on the layout sheets (cultural resources, 
wetland and stream areas, endangered species areas, vegetation protection zones, etc.) ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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PLAN & PROFILE - FOR ALL PROPOSED ROADWAYS Des Min DM N/A 
Verify the ordinary high water marks for jurisdictional waters (Section II of EPIC sheet) are 
shown in profile view. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Verify any other environmental call outs or notes are added to layouts in accordance with the 
EPIC sheet. ☐ ☐ ☐ 
DRAINAGE Y N N/A 
Cross-drainage structures should be shown in the profile view, indicating that the roadway 
profile provides sufficient clearance.   ☐ ☐ ☐ 
Rivers, major stream crossings, and FEMA floodplain areas should reflect the anticipated water 
surface for the required design event (refer to the Hydraulic Design Manual).   ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 
COMMENTS 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
PLAN SET 
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 CSJ:     County/District:    

Letting Mo/Yr:     Seq No:     Reviewer:  

TxDOTCONNECT 

• Project Functional Classification 
If project function classification is 6 or 7 verify the project is not federally funded 
or is bridge project. 
 

 

N/A                   Ok   
 

• Letting Tab:  Contract Type of Work and Contract Limits Filled In                               Ok                     

• Engineer’s Estimate Tab:  Project is in Division Control 
                                          Verify With District If Bidder Pre-Qualification Flag Isn’t Selected As Follows: 

                                                          Unchecked If Total Contract Letting Estimate More Than $300k 
                                                          Checked If Total Contract Letting Estimate Less Than $300k    

                              Ok 
 

N/A                   Ok   
N/A                   Ok   

• Sealing & Summary Tab:  All CSJs Have Been Sealed & Estimates are >$0 
                                          If ROW CSJ, Verify Estimate Has Items With Utility Cat. Of Work & Utility ID 
                                          Proposal Run or DCIS S03 Shows “Contract Has Been Completely Sealed” 

                              Ok 
Ok                    N/A 

                              Ok 

• Resources Tab:                CST Manager Information Filled In                               Ok 

Support Documents 

Certifications:                                                             

• Header Information Correct                               Ok 

• ROW Acquisition 000 SP             Clear  

• ROW Encroachment 000 SP             Clear  

• Relocation Assistance 000 SP             Clear  

• Utility Adjustment 000 SP             Clear  

• Railroad Certification 000 SP             Clear  

• All Dates After Commission Meeting (The 1st of the Month Following the Letting Month) Ok                    N/A 

• Signed and Dated                               Ok 

Schedule:                                        

• Signed and Dated                                 Ok 

• Start Date is 2-3 Months After Letting or SP Included                                 Ok 

• Construction End Date Date:                                    

• Months of Work in Schedule    Months of Barricades in Est (502-6001)                                   All Match 

Delayed start Provision 

Delay Start:  Days    Reason (GN, Item 8)        

                              Ok 

Ok                    N/A 

Form 1002:  Current Version (01/20)                               Ok 

• Project Information Correct (County, CSJ, Project No., Highway No.)                               Ok 

• Certifications Status Correct on Page 1                               Ok 

• STIP Status (Approved & Matches TxDOTCONNECT for all CSJs)                               Ok 

• Environmental Status (Clear & Matches TXDOTCONNECT for all CSJs)                               Ok 

• Other Participation: i.e. AFA  Exec Pend  N/A 

• Railroad Agreements/Notifications (If Needed, Verify Agreements With RRD) Exec Pend  N/A 

• Other Agency Agreements, i.e. AFA  Exec Pend  N/A 
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• Working Days: 1002   Schedule   TxC    A+B                  All Match 

• TDLR: If Required (Ped Elements>$50k), verify RAS Note is Included on Title Sheet 
                   If Required (Ped Elements>$50k), ask District Whether They Want to Include SP 000-025 
                   If Ped Elements>$0, verify Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities Section in TxC is Filled In 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

• VE Study: If Applicable, Send Form 2502 and Form 1002 to VE_STUDY@txdot.gov Ok                    N/A 

• Liquidated Damages:  p.3 of 1002 is PM or 2R (Chap. 5), Form 2699 Not Required 

                                    p.3 of 1002 is 3R (Chap. 4), 4R (Chap. 3), HSIP, or Bridge, Form 2699 Included  
                                           If Yes, $ Amount Matches 2699 and Item 8 GN 
                                           If No, 2699 has <2 Checkmarks or Justification is Required 

N/A                   Ok   

N/A                   Ok   

N/A                   Ok   

N/A                   Ok   

• Pages 1 & 2 of 3: All Other Sections Filled In                               Ok   

• Page 3 of 3: Roadway Design Standard Matches TxDOTCONNECT Engineer’s Estimate Tab 
                    Signed and Dated 
                    Design Exceptions: If Filled In & Roadway is Interstate, Request Paperwork From District 

                              Ok   

                              Ok   

Ok                    N/A 

Form 2229 Significant Project Procedures: (Included in Submittal)                               Ok   

Specifications (2014)    https://www.txdot.gov/business/resources/txdot-specifications.html  100% State     Federal 

• FED: FHWA-1273, 000-003, 000-004, 000-005, 000-006, 000-241, 000-394, 002-009 
• STATE:  000-008, 000-009                               Ok 

• All Projects:  Wage Rates, 000-002, 000-658, 000-659, 000-1019, 002-011, 002-013, 003-011, 003-013, 
005-002, 005-003, 006-001, 006-012, 007-004, 007-008, 007-011, 008-030, 008-033, 009-010, 009-011                               Ok   

• 007-010 (Or 007-009 if Within the City of Grapevine in Dallas, Denton or Tarrant Counties)                                     Ok   

• 000-395, 002-007, 6007, 6010, 6028, 6062, 6304: If Present, Send To ITS_Tech_Qual@txdot.gov 

• 002-012 (Include Only With Railroad Work on Tracks) 

• 003-005 (Include Only With SS6019, 6020, or 6021)  

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 
• SP 506-002 (Less Than 1 Acre Disturbed or Routine Maintenance) or 506-005 (All Other Projects)                               Ok   

• Verify All Special Provisions for Pay or Reference Items Are Present Using the Specifications Required 
Checklists:  http://www.dot.state.tx.us/apps-cg/specs/chklst_toc.asp?year=4&type=SP                                Ok 

• Verify All Special Provisions and Special Specifications Are Approved for Project Use                               Ok   

General Notes 

• Header Information Correct (Recommend That Project Number Be Left Off)                               Ok   

• General Section: Contractor Questions Note Present (With Working FTP hyperlink)                               Ok   

• General or Item 2: If Pre-Bid Meeting Note Present, Verify Entry in TxC 
                              If Mandatory, Requires DES Division Director Approval 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

• Item 5: Concrete Bridge Elements Note Present (If 420, 422, or 425 Bid Items) Ok                    N/A 

• Item 7: Traffic Generator Note Present                               Ok   

• Item 8: If A+B, Max/Min Working Days and Road User Cost Present; Recommend Pre-Bid Meeting                  
                        If District Insists No Min Working Days, Send To CST Via FPP Director 
                        RUC Calculations Are Included; If Not, Verify Road User Cost Calculator Was Used 
                        If A+B For Milestone and Not Entire Contract, GNs Specify # of Additional Days  

            If Notes Included, Verify SPs are in Spec List: Incentives/Disincentives (008-006), Lane Rentals   
            (008-045), Asphalt Season (008-005) 

Ok                    N/A 
Ok                    N/A 
Ok                    N/A 
Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

• Item 502: Safety Contingency Note Present                               Ok   

• Item 504: Field Office/Lab - If Note Present, Item 504 Must Be in Spec List Ok                    N/A 

• Item 506: If No SW3P Summary Sheet in project, add SW3P note Ok                    N/A 

 

mailto:VE_STUDY@txdot.gov
https://www.txdot.gov/business/resources/txdot-specifications.html
mailto:ITS_Tech_Qual@txdot.gov
http://www.dot.state.tx.us/apps-cg/specs/chklst_toc.asp?year=4&type=SP
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Estimate 

• Estimate Report:      No Errors 

                                                 Lump Sum Items Have a Total Quantity of 1 

                                 All Valid Bid Codes (Check Void Bid Codes 300, 340, 342, 346, 347, 348) 

                              Ok   

                              Ok   

                              Ok   

• Force Accounts:       Erosion Control Force Account (Required On All Projects) 
                                                 Safety Contingency Force Account (Required On All Projects) 

                              Ok   

                              Ok   

• Alternate Bid Items:  Verify No Duplicate Items (Regular Group and Base/Alt Group) 
                                 Verify Base and Alternate Are Within $1 of Each Other 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

• A+B Projects:           SP 008-006 Included in Spec List 

                                 800 Bid Item Included in Estimate & Matches Max Days in General Notes 

                                 DCIS P05 Screen Has User Cost Amt Filled In & Matches General Notes 

                                 DCIS P05 Screen Shows _ _ _* For Working Days 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

Ok                    N/A 

• Maintenance Items: 700 Items (Pothole Repair, Mowing, Litter Removal, Sweeping, Cleaning Existing 
Culverts, etc.) & 480-6001, 480-6002 (Clean Existing Culverts) Should Have Federally Non-Participating 
Checked in TxDOTCONNECT 

Ok                    N/A 

Plans:  Plan Sheets Are Individual Files, Not Merged PDF                               Ok   

Title Sheet:   

Project No.    CSJ    County    Highway    Fed/State Spec Note    Railroad Crossings    Signatures    Copyright Included       

Plan Sheets:     

• Index Sheet: Plan Sheet Title and Page Numbers Consistent With Title Block and File Name/Bookmark 

                     Standard Sheets Note Present 

                     Sealed, Signed, and Dated 

                                Ok   

                                Ok   

                                Ok   

• PE Seal, Signature, & Date Present on all Non-Standard Sheets, Standard Sheets Modified or With Project 
Specific Information, or District Standards From Other Districts                                 Ok   

• Standard Sheets Are Most Recent Versions (http://www.dot.state.tx.us/business/standardplanfiles.htm)                                 Ok   

• Have 2+ Options of Same Type:  Barrier (Steel & Cable) 

                                                     Guardrail End Treatments 

                                                     Attenuators/Crash Cushions  

  Ok                    N/A 

  Ok                    N/A 

  Ok                    N/A 

• Forward PED (MOD) Standards to DES Landscape For Review   Ok                    N/A 

• Railroad Scope of Work & Requirements Sheets (Required if RR agreement/notification & dated 03/2020)   Ok                    N/A 

• All Sheets Are the Same Size & Orientation                                 Ok   
 

http://www.dot.state.tx.us/business/standardplanfiles.htm
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Proposal:    Date Checked:                     
• Title Page (Page 3):  Matches TxDOTCONNECT (Project Number, Type of Work, Working Days, 

Proposal Guarantee)                                 Ok   

• Bid Inserts (Proposal Sheet): No Duplicate Items 

                                                               Lump Sum Items Have a Total Quantity of 1 

                                                               Total Quantity matches “ALL ITEMS” in Pre-Let Report  

                                Ok   

                                Ok   

                                Ok   

• Engineer Seal:  Verify It Built Correctly                                 Ok   

• General Notes:  Header Matches TxDOTCONNECT  
                          FTP Hyperlink Works 
                          Latest Version is Included 

                                Ok   

                                Ok   

                                Ok   
• Specifications List:  Verify Against Original Spec List and Review Comment Changes                                 Ok   

• DBE / SBE Goal    %    Date Set:      Correct in Proposal Ok 

• Wage Rates:  Current version (01-07-2022) included                                 Ok   

• Proposal Build is Complete (i.e. includes General Notes, Spec List and all SP and SS)                                 Ok   

• Proposal Built By   District      Division*          Date Built:              
 



CSJ:

HIGHWAY:

COUNTY:

LET DATE:

DESIGN
PROJECT

MANAGER :

SAN ANTONIO DISTRICT
95% PS&E PLAN SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST

FILE NAMING CONVENTION 
01_Form1002_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 
02_SpecListTxC_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf  
03_GeneralNotes_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 
04_EstimateTxC_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf   
05_CTDSchedule_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 
06_Form2229_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 
07_Form2699_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 
08_Certifications_CCCCSSJJJ.pdf 

*Supporting Documentation to 
follow same general naming 
convention.

FILE INCLUDED &
NAMED CORRECTLY?

95% PLANS
Combined single .PDF plan set ...................................
PDF Portfolio ..............................................................

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
01_Signed Form 1002 ................................................
02_Specification List (TxDOT Connect) ......................
03_General Notes ......................................................
04_Estimate (TxDOT Connect) ...................................
05_Reviewed Contract Time Determination .............
06_Form 2229 ............................................................
07_Form 2699 ............................................................
08_Signed Certifications .............................................

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS (IF APPLICABLE)
Form 1204 ..................................................................
Form 2502 ..................................................................
Form 2522 ..................................................................
Form AB05 .................................................................
Approved Design Exceptions .....................................
FAA Form 7460 ..........................................................
Road Closure Request Letters ....................................
Public Interest Justification Memo ............................
Pavement Design/Memo ...........................................
000 SPs with Form 1814 ............................................

Construction Management Plan ................................
Safety Scores ..............................................................Safety Scores ..............................................................

NOTES:

REQUIRED ACTIONS
Project Sealed in TxDOT Connect?..............................
30%,60%, 90% Reviews Provided?..............................
PS&E Cost Estimate Documentation Complete?.........
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Appendix A: Estimate Guidance and Reference Material 

 
Project Development Process Manual 

http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/pdp/index.htm 

This manual is an informational guide for transportation engineers learning the Project Development 

process which consists of the project concept to the complete PS&E project.  

 

PS&E Preparation Manual 

http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/pse/index.htm 

This manual has a detailed description of building a cost estimate including the development of 

quantities, prices, funding overruns, and an estimate checklist.  This manual is focused on the plan 

preparation through final engineers estimate phase of roadway design project. 

 

Construction Cost Estimating Guide  

https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/forms-publications/publications/project-mgmt.html 

Framework for the determination and development of a cost estimate including the engineers 

estimate will be in accordance to the TxDOT’s Construction Cost Estimating Guide.  

 

PMD 142 Construction Cost Estimating Class 
Construction Cost Estimating – PMD 142 is a TxDOT interactive class that introduces the concepts 

and best practices of portfolio, program, and project management around cost management, which 

can help improve performance of current programs and portfolios.  Participants will learn and about 

the construction cost estimating process, the components of a construction cost estimate, examine 

the application of construction cost estimating throughout a project lifecycle, understand 

construction cost estimating terms, three point estimating, and the benefits of construction cost 

estimating at TxDOT.  The PMD 142 Construction Cost Estimating Class is in accordance of the 

TxDOT Construction Cost Estimating Guide.  

 

Practical Guide to Cost Estimating 
This is guidance developed by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation 

Officials (AASHTO) Technical Committee and Cost Estimating (TCCE).  It is a guide for state DOT 

employees in creating a cost estimate and managing the estimate process.  The guide in divided up 

by cost-estimate techniques and cost management activities.  

 

FHWA guidelines on preparing Engineer’s estimate bid reviews and evaluation 
To ensure that the final Engineer's Estimate supports the financial obligation in the project 

authorization between FHWA and the state and to improve competitive bidding procedures FHWA 

has outlined recommended procedures for preparing the engineer's estimate.  Those guidelines can 

be found at FHWA.gov. 

http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/pdp/index.htm
http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/pse/index.htm
https://www.txdot.gov/inside-txdot/forms-publications/publications/project-mgmt.html
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/programadmin/contracts/ta508046.cfm#s1


http://www.dot.state.tx.us/business/bt.htm
https://ftp.txdot.gov/plans/State-Let-Construction/
https://tntoday.dot.state.tx.us/cst/Pages/letting_info.aspx
https://tableau-txdot/%23/views/EngineeringOperationsDashboard/CSTLettingdashboard?:iid=1
https://tntoday.dot.state.tx.us/des/Pages/Plan%20Development%20Main.aspx


https://www.txdot.gov/business/letting-bids/average-low-bid-unit-prices.html






























 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Calculating Total Construction Cost Estimate with Risk Based Contingency: 
 
Now, that the Base Estimate, Allowances, and Risk Based Contingency are determine, the total Total Construction Cost Estimate 
can be caluculated. Based on the assumptions of the most likely, optimistic outcome, and pessimistic outcome we will 
determine the probability and confidence level of the entire construction cost estimate with the cost estimating tool.  

Below in Figure 3: Probability Density Function, you will see the values of the estimate at the P10, which is a 10% confidence 
level of the estimate and the P90, which is a 90% confidence level. At the P50, this is the most likey expected outcome of the 
construction estimate. This will assist with determining the estimate that is used to request funding and entered for the project.  

 
 

 
 
 

Figure 3: Probability Density Function 
 



CSJ:

HIGHWAY:

COUNTY:

LET DATE:

SAN ANTONIO DISTRICT   
COST ESTIMATE FINAL CHECK DOCUMENT

ESTIMATOR CHECKLIST

Cost Estimate File named correctly? .....................................

DES Estimate Review Checklist named correctly? .................

NOTES:

30%

Cost Estimate File stored correctly? ......................................

DES Estimate Review Checklist stored correctly? ..................

60%  90%  95%    100%   Pre-Letting

Process for Typical Estimate Documentation Followed? ......

Cost Estimate Reviewer Signature:

Cost Estimate Approver Signature:

If an estimate was revised after final ePS&E submittal to DES, indicate in notes section below.
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https://ftp.dot.state.tx.us/pub/txdot-info/Pre-Letting%20Responses/


https://tntoday.dot.state.tx.us/fin/Pages/LettingManagement.aspx
https://ftp.dot.state.tx.us/pub/txdot-info/Pre-Letting%20Responses/




https://tntoday.dot.state.tx.us/des/Pages/FPP-PCR.aspx
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	 Process 1:  30%, 60%, 90% Plans, Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) Review Process
	 Process 2:  95% Plans, Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) Review Process
	San Antonio District personnel who are expected to be involved in the PS&E review process include but are not limited to the following.  Reviews may be delegated to their appropriate designated staff members or Subject Matter Experts (SME).  Per DES D...
	 Design Project Manager
	 District Plan Reviewer
	 District Design Engineer
	 Drainage (SME)
	 Bridge (SME)
	 Pavement (SME)
	 Construction (SME)
	 Traffic (SME)
	 ITS (SME)
	 Utilities (SME)
	 Planning (SME)
	 Environmental (SME)
	 Landscape Architect (SME)
	 ROW (SME)
	 Area Office
	 Maintenance Section
	 Director of TP&D
	 Director of Construction
	 Director of Operations
	 Appendix A – Design Division (DES) Engineering Review Checklist
	 Appendix B – Design Division (DES) Contract Review Checklist
	 Appendix C – San Antonio District Plan Review 95% Submittal Form
	 Appendix D - San Antonio District PS&E Cost Estimate Review Process
	 Appendix E – San Antonio District Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 Appendix F – Typical San Antonio District Special Accounts
	 Appendix G – Design Division (DES) Plan Review Standard Operating Procedure (April 2022)
	 Appendix H – Design Division (DES) Final Early Plans Posting Standard Operating Procedure (May 2022)
	 Appendix I – San Antonio District Plan Review Folder Structure
	 Appendix J – San Antonio District Construction Management Plan Process
	When 95% PS&E Plans have been submitted to District Plan Review, it is required to have the three following files stored in ProjectWise.  The naming convention must be exactly as shown below.
	 30%CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 30% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 30% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 60% CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 60% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 60% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 90% CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 90% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 90% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	Final ePS&E submittal documents to Design Division will be stored under the appropriate folder and CSJ in ProjectWise.  Reference Appendix I.
	AppendixA_DES Engineering Review Checklist.pdf
	GENERAL PROCEDURES FOR SUBSEQUENT PRELIM PS&E REVIEWS
	DRAINAGE

	AppendixC_SAT Plan Review 95% Submittal Form.pdf
	Sheet1

	AppendixD_SAT_PS&ECostEstimateReview.pdf
	Draft_PS&ECostEstimateReviewV1
	 Typical Estimate Documentation
	 Cost Estimate
	 Estimate Assumptions
	 Estimate Review
	 Maintenance and Retention of Estimate Documentation
	 Estimate Maintenance
	 Estimate Retention
	 Estimate Document Storage

	AppendixA_Guidance Docs
	AppendixB_Estimate Resources
	AppendixC_Best Practices
	AppendixD_Estimate Review Checklist
	AppendixE_Construction Cost Estimating Guide
	Introduction
	Construction Cost Estimating Guide  TPD – Project & Portfolio Manangement

	AppendixF_SAT_CostEstimate_FinalCheck
	Sheet1

	SAT_PS&ECostEstimateReview.pdf
	 Typical Estimate Documentation
	 Cost Estimate
	 Estimate Assumptions
	 Estimate Review
	 Maintenance and Retention of Estimate Documentation
	 Estimate Maintenance
	 Estimate Retention
	 Estimate Document Storage

	SAT_PS&ECostEstimateReview.pdf
	 Typical Estimate Documentation
	 Cost Estimate
	 Estimate Assumptions
	 Estimate Review
	 Maintenance and Retention of Estimate Documentation
	 Estimate Maintenance
	 Estimate Retention
	 Estimate Document Storage


	AppendixE_SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist.pdf
	I. GENERAL
	II. TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
	III. ROADWAY
	IV.RETAINING WALLS
	V. DRAINAGE
	VI. UTILITIES
	VII. BRIDGES
	VIII. TRAFFIC
	IX. RAILROAD
	X. ENVIRONMENTAL

	AppendixF_CommonForceAccounts.pdf
	 State Force Account Work. Work done by state maintenance forces, such as striping and removal of temporary sediment control fence.  This allows the district to charge the costs of the work items to the project and not to the maintenance budget.
	 Contractor Force Account Work. Work that might be done by the contractor which has not been estimated and included as a bid item but may be required on the project. (i.e. temporary erosion, sediment and water pollution control replacement cycles)
	 Railroad Force Account Work.  Work that will be done by a railroad company during the construction of a project.  This is not very common in SAT.
	 Safety Contingency
	– Contractor Force Account
	– 2% of the Total Barricade cost, Item 502 (Minimum $1,000)
	 Erosion Control Maintenance
	– Contractor Force Account
	– $1,000 for small projects and $5,000 or more for large projects (Minimum $1,000)
	– Designer required to use engineering judgement for the amount based on the specifics of the individual project
	 Law Enforcement
	– Contractor Force Account
	– Approximately $65 to $85 per hour for each police officer at each location, as needed per Traffic Control Plan
	– Designer should coordinate with the respective Area Office for typical hourly rates
	– Designer required to use engineering judgement for the total amount based on the specifics of the individual projects (i.e. number of total lane closures, number of hours per lane closure, number of officers anticipated for each closure, etc.)
	 Hazardous Material Paint System Removal
	– State Force Account
	– Contact District Environmental Project Manager to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 Overhead Utility Pole Bracing and/or De-Energizing
	– Contractor Force Account
	– Contact District Utility Section to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 Hazardous Material Utility Pipe Removal
	– State Force Account
	– Contact District Utility Section to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 State-Furnished Material
	– Special Account
	– Contact respective section pertaining to the furnished material

	AppendixG_DES Plan Review SOP.pdf
	Every district should have documented procedures for the review of construction cost estimates, how it will be documented, and where it will be stored.
	engineering-checklist-appendix-a.pdf
	GENERAL PROCEDURES FOR SUBSEQUENT PRELIM PS&E REVIEWS
	DRAINAGE


	AppendixI_ SAT Plan Review Folder Structure.pdf
	Sheet1

	AppendixJ_SAT Construction Management Plan.pdf
	 Do not exceed 2 pages
	 General project description and location, scope of work, Letting date (must match TxDOT Connect (TxC))
	 The memo must clearly communicate how risks will be mitigated with the CMP.
	o Avoid typos or misspellings
	o All repeated information must match across the memo, layouts, schedule, certifications, etc.
	 Explain any critical or high risk “conflict points” that have small buffers
	o Every conflict, location, date, etc. does not need to be listed in the memo.  Only list and discuss those that are considered “critical” or high risk
	o Three (3) months or less buffer time is considered “critical”
	 Location of conflict or unclear feature is clearly identified in the Traffic Control Plan Layouts
	o For both the existing and proposed conflict/unclear feature,
	 Item is called out and is legible and large enough to see on the applicable Traffic Control Plan sheet
	 If the feature is a utility facility, label the owner, type, size and material
	 Label the proposed conflict/unclear feature with the phase and date the construction work impacted by the conflict will begin and end.
	 Label the proposed conflict/unclear feature with the date that the conflict will be clear.
	 Ensure the labeled dates match on the memo, Contract Time Determination, Certifications and Special Provision
	 Ensure a note is included in the TCP Narrative that states the Contractor is not permitted to work in areas with ongoing utility relocation or ROW acquisition
	 District construction personnel and Area Office is involved in the Traffic Control Phasing and Project Schedule Development.
	o The CTD must be reviewed and accepted prior to accepting the CMP.
	o On the approved, accepted CTD, mark up the CTD to call out the timing of the conflict as it relates to specific construction activities.
	o Ensure the construction start date is consistent with DES Division’s, “GUIDANCE FOR CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE START DATES.”
	 Phasing the conflict or unclear feature into the Traffic Control Plan
	o Every effort should be made to ensure the conflict or unclear feature is completed prior to the roadway contractor commencing work on the project in any location within the project limits.  The goal is to have the conflict or unclear feature complet...
	o If there is no way to avoid having the conflict or unclear feature completed prior to the roadway contractor commencing work on the project, phase the work so that there is no other work in the same area as the conflict/unclear feature.  Do not assu...
	 Relating the timing of the conflict to specific construction activities
	o The CTD developed for PS&E is a conceptual schedule that provides the number of working days established for the project.  It is not expected that a roadway contractor will construct the project in the exact manner the CTD was developed.
	o When relating the timing of the conflict to construction activities in the CTD, tie the unclear / conflict work activity to a phase or step, rather than an individual activity within the phase or step. This will allow more flexibility should the con...
	 Use the latest applicable DES Division templates.
	 Ensure the appropriate certified clear dates for unclear items follow DES Division’s guidance document, “UTILITIES, RIGHT-OF-WAY, AND RAILROAD CERTIFICATION DATES POLICY.”
	 Certified clear dates should be realistic.
	 Certified clear dates should be continually monitored for completion, even after CMP is submitted and approved.
	 This resource will be used and updated to track non-joint bid utility status, permits and agreements (until utilities are relocated). Contents will include:
	o Utility Activity ID (from the CTD)
	o Utility Owner and Type
	o Utility ID
	o Scope of Utility Work
	o Existing and Proposed Utility Location (Roadway, Alignment, Station, Offset and TCP Sheet)
	o Utility Certified Begin and End Relocation Dates (Ensure Signed Certifications from Utility Companies are in project files)
	o SP000 Estimated Clearance Date
	o Utility Permit Number and Status
	o Affected TCP Activity ID, Phase/Step, Start Date (from the CTD)
	o Amount of Float calculated from CTD (Time between Utility Construction End Relocation date to Affected TCP Phase/Step Begin date)
	o Effect on Construction
	o Actual Utility Construction Begin and End Dates
	 These dates are to be continuously monitored for updates and/or changes
	 An “A” needs to be placed on the date when the utility is physically complete with relocation
	 Updated Utility Scheduled is required to be submitted to TxDOT on a weekly basis. (District Utility Coordinator is required to update TxDOT Connect)
	 Early notification of a project through Form ROW-U-NOPC, Notice of Proposed Construction
	o All utility facilities identified within the limits of a proposed project should be notified they are located within the limits of a highway improvement project as soon as possible.  This is to assist the utility company with planning for potential ...
	o Document and retain the Form ROW-U-NOPC with the project files.
	 Avoid, Minimize, Accommodate (AMA)
	o Designers should incorporate the AMA process as early in the design development as possible.  Relocation should occur only if the AMA process is unobtainable.
	 Notification of Required Accommodation (ROW-U-NORA)
	o Each utility facility that requires relocation due to a construction project requires a Form ROW-U-NORA.
	o When sending the ROW-U-NORA, designers should ensure they send complete plans that have enough usable content for the utility companies to use to begin their potential relocation design.
	o Document and retain the Form ROW-U-NORA with the project files.
	 Continuous coordination and communication with utility partners
	o Development and continuous monitoring of utility construction schedules
	 Escalation when utility schedules shift
	o District utility coordinators involved in planned dates
	o Provide utility companies with complete plans and information so that they have enough information to design their relocations.
	 Plan Review Supervisor and/or Lead
	 District Design Engineer
	 Area Office
	 Utility Engineer, ROW Supervisor, Railroad Coordinator/TRF Engineer (depending on purpose of CMP)
	 Director of Transportation Planning & Development
	FPP Standard Operating Procedures for Item 8 Delayed Start Provisions.pdf
	Scanned from P-ADM02-RM202-WC7845.
	Delayed Start Work Provisions SOP 11-15(v2)
	April and May 2016_Delayed Start Provision
	Special Provisions Delay Report



	upatSAT Process_PS&E Plan Review.pdf
	 Process 1:  30%, 60%, 90% Plans, Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) Review Process
	 Process 2:  95% Plans, Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) Review Process
	San Antonio District personnel who are expected to be involved in the PS&E review process include but are not limited to the following.  Reviews may be delegated to their appropriate designated staff members or Subject Matter Experts (SME).  Per DES D...
	 Design Project Manager
	 District Plan Reviewer
	 District Design Engineer
	 Drainage (SME)
	 Bridge (SME)
	 Pavement (SME)
	 Construction (SME)
	 Traffic (SME)
	 ITS (SME)
	 Utilities (SME)
	 Planning (SME)
	 Environmental (SME)
	 Landscape Architect (SME)
	 ROW (SME)
	 Area Office
	 Maintenance Section
	 Director of TP&D
	 Director of Construction
	 Director of Operations
	 Appendix A – Design Division (DES) Engineering Review Checklist
	 Appendix B – Design Division (DES) Contract Review Checklist
	 Appendix C – San Antonio District Plan Review 95% Submittal Form
	 Appendix D - San Antonio District PS&E Cost Estimate Review Process
	 Appendix E – San Antonio District Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 Appendix F – Typical San Antonio District Special Accounts
	 Appendix G – Design Division (DES) Plan Review Standard Operating Procedure (April 2022)
	 Appendix H – Design Division (DES) Final Early Plans Posting Standard Operating Procedure (May 2022)
	 Appendix I – San Antonio District Plan Review Folder Structure
	 Appendix J – San Antonio District Construction Management Plan Process
	When 95% PS&E Plans have been submitted to District Plan Review, it is required to have the three following files stored in ProjectWise.  The naming convention must be exactly as shown below.
	 30%CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 30% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 30% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 60% CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 60% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 60% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	 90% CCCSSJJJ_Review.pdf
	 BlueBeam 90% Review Comments showing who made the comment
	 Responses to all 90% Review Comments, regardless of whether or not a change was made
	 Completed DES Engineering Review Checklist
	 Completed SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist
	Final ePS&E submittal documents to Design Division will be stored under the appropriate folder and CSJ in ProjectWise.  Reference Appendix I.

	AppendixE_SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist.pdf
	I. GENERAL
	II. TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
	III. ROADWAY
	IV.RETAINING WALLS
	V. DRAINAGE
	VI. UTILITIES
	VII. BRIDGES
	VIII. TRAFFIC
	IX. RAILROAD
	X. ENVIRONMENTAL

	AppendixF_CommonForceAccounts.pdf
	 State Force Account Work. Work done by state maintenance forces, such as striping and removal of temporary sediment control fence.  This allows the district to charge the costs of the work items to the project and not to the maintenance budget.
	 Contractor Force Account Work. Work that might be done by the contractor which has not been estimated and included as a bid item but may be required on the project. (i.e. temporary erosion, sediment and water pollution control replacement cycles)
	 Railroad Force Account Work.  Work that will be done by a railroad company during the construction of a project.  This is not very common in SAT.
	 Safety Contingency
	– Contractor Force Account
	– 2% of the Total Barricade cost, Item 502 (Minimum $1,000)
	 Erosion Control Maintenance
	– Contractor Force Account
	– $1,000 for small projects and $5,000 or more for large projects (Minimum $1,000)
	– Designer required to use engineering judgement for the amount based on the specifics of the individual project
	 Law Enforcement
	– Contractor Force Account
	– Approximately $65 to $85 per hour for each police officer at each location, as needed per Traffic Control Plan
	– Designer should coordinate with the respective Area Office for typical hourly rates
	– Designer required to use engineering judgement for the total amount based on the specifics of the individual projects (i.e. number of total lane closures, number of hours per lane closure, number of officers anticipated for each closure, etc.)
	 Hazardous Material Paint System Removal
	– State Force Account
	– Contact District Environmental Project Manager to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 Overhead Utility Pole Bracing and/or De-Energizing
	– Contractor Force Account
	– Contact District Utility Section to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 Hazardous Material Utility Pipe Removal
	– State Force Account
	– Contact District Utility Section to assist with cost and coordination efforts
	 State-Furnished Material
	– Special Account
	– Contact respective section pertaining to the furnished material

	AppendixE_SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist_Final.pdf
	I. GENERAL
	II. TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
	III. ROADWAY
	IV.RETAINING WALLS
	V. DRAINAGE
	VI. UTILITIES
	VII. BRIDGES
	VIII. TRAFFIC
	IX. RAILROAD
	X. ENVIRONMENTAL

	AppendixE_SAT Plan Review PS&E Checklist.pdf
	I. GENERAL
	II. TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
	III. ROADWAY
	IV.RETAINING WALLS
	V. DRAINAGE
	VI. UTILITIES
	VII. BRIDGES
	VIII. TRAFFIC
	IX. RAILROAD
	X. ENVIRONMENTAL
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